Application Serial No. 1 0/681 ,755 
Amendment dated February 3, 2005 
Reply to Office action of December 2, 2004 

REMARKS 

Claims 1, 2, 6 through 10, 13, 14, and 15 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 8, 
and 9 are amended herein. Claims 13 through 15 are added herein. Claims 3, 4, 5, 1 1 , and 12 
are cancelled herein. Support for the amendments to claims 1 and 8 may be found in Figs. 1 
and 6, respectively. Support for new claim 1 3 may be found in Figs. 8A and 8B, support for new 
claim 14 may be found in Fig. 7, and support for new claim 15 may be found in Fig. 9. 
Reconsideration is requested based on the foregoing amendment and the following remarks. 

Interview Summary: 

The Applicant thanks the Examiner for the many courtesies extended during the Office 
interview of January 12, 2005. Among the issues discussed during that interview were the 
Hung, US 5,844,323 reference and claims 1 through 12. 

The claims have been amended in accordance with the suggestions made during that 
interview. The Applicant thanks the Examiner for his suggestions. The Applicant believes that 
the claims are now in condition for allowance. 

Objections to the Claims: 

Claims 1 through 12 were objected to for various informalities. Claims 1 and 8 were 
amended to correct the informalities. Withdrawal of the objection is earnestly solicited. 
Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. ' 102: 

Claims 1 through 12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 102(b) as anticipated by Hung, US 
5,844,323. The rejection is traversed to the extent it would apply to the claims as amended. 
Claim 1 recites, in pertinent part: 

"a first and second motorized sail-restraint controllers attached to said horizontal arm." 

Hung neither teaches, discloses, nor suggests motorized sail-restraint controllers 
attached to a horizontal arm, as recited in claim 1. The mechanism S discussed at column 2, 
lines 66 and 67 may be seen in Figs. 3 to 5 to be associated with rotating axle X, rather than a 
sail restraint, contrary to the assertion in the Office action. Claim 1 is submitted to be allowable. 
Withdrawal of the rejection of claim 1 is earnestly solicited. 

Claims 2, 6 through 10, 13, 14, and 15 depend from claim 1 and add further 
distinguishing elements. Claims 2, 6 through 10, 13, 14, and 15 are thus also submitted to be 
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allowable. Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 2, 6 through 10, 13, 14, and 15 is also earnestly 
solicited. 



Accordingly, in view of the reasons given above, it is submitted that all claims 1, 2, 6 
through 10, 13, 14, and 15 are allowable over the cited references. Since the objections to the 
claims were addressed, it is submitted that all of claims 1 , 2, 6 through 10, 13, 14, and 15 are 
now allowable. Allowance of all claims 1, 2, 6 through 10, 13, 14, and 15 and of this entire 
application are therefore respectfully requested. 



Conclusion: 



Respectfully submitted, 



By 




Bernard Migler 
Applicant 

1405 Autumn Lane 
Cherry Hill, NJ 08033 
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